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YiA RE
Jeff S. Jordan, Esq.
Supervisory Attomney
Complaints E:ramination and Legal Administration
Federal Elections Commission
999 E Street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20463
Re: MUR 6383
Dear Mr. Jordan:

Please accept this letter to serve as the Ohio News Organization’s (“*OHNO™)
response to the Federal Election Commission Complaint filed by Dan La Botz
(“Complainant™). As the following analysis explains, the OHNO used appropriate pre-
established criteria to select the participants for its debates and thus OHNO respectfully
requests that the Commission dismiss the Complaint. .

A. Complainant’s Misgaided Alfegations,

Complainnet, a Socialist Party cantlidete for Ohio’s open United States Senate
seat, alleges that OHINO has that he has been wrongfully excluded from participating in
the three debates spansorvd by OHNO hetwaer camdidaiea secking the United States
Senate seat and that his exclusion results in OHNO being deemed to have made an in-
kind contribution to the Fisher and Portman campaigns. Spesifically, Complaimant
argues:

[OHNO’s] and its corporate members’ actions violate the FECA's
ban en corporate contributions and 11 C.F.R. § 110.13(c) for four
MM& 1) [0HN0] and its corporate members had

lis, to determine which
candldates may participate in the debate " (2 [OHNO] and its
corporate membems ysed “nomingti lar_political
party as rke sale chiective criterion to determine to include™ Fisher
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and Portman in debates; (3) the [OHNO] and its members
structyred hatevwgr criteria they impesgd “to result im ths
selection of certain nre-ohosen articipauss.” that is, the criteria
were designed so “that only Democratic and Republican nominees
could reasonable achieve it; and (4) [OHNO] and its corporate
members kept thelr criteria secret and failed to disclose them to
anyone outside [OHNO], its members, and the Portman and Fisher
campaigys, thus denrying to qualified candidates (mcluding La
Botz) the opportunity to meet the allegud criveria.

[Comtplsint t § 41 (cmphasis added).]

Complainant’s misguided factual allegationstates that OHNO impermissibly
relied upon a poll taken “after [OHNO] and its members had already decided to exclude
La Botz from its scheduled debates.” [Complaint at § 18 (emphasis in original).]

Complainant’s allegution:s ring hollow, as the following proves, OHNO had and
applicd pe-established objective critoria, did not usz political party affilistion us the saic
objective criteria, did not structure its test to meet a pre-determined outcome and never
kept its critexia nonrat.! Simnply, Complainant’s enclusion fom the dabates stams only
from him not being a vinble candidate with fize clectarate.

B.  StatementefFacts,

The Ohio Newspaper Organization is made up of eight news organizations from
all across the State of Ohio. The members of OHNO are The Columbus Dispatch, The
Akron Beacon Journal, The Toledo Blade Company, The (Canton) Repository, The
(Cleveland) Plain Dealer, The Dayton Daily News, The Cincinnati Enquirer, and The
(Youngstown) Vindicator. [Masrisan Aff. st § 3.]

Im Mirch 2010, several OHINO repremediatives began discussing patentioly
holding a sazies of debates, insluding dehates reletad to Qhie’s open Unitad States Senate
seat as well as the race for governor. [Id. at§S5.] Given the limited time available to hold
the debates and the anticipated large field of candidates, OHNO decided that it would
extend debate invitations to the two frontrunners in both races. [Jd. at § 6.] To select the
front-runners, OHNO used pre-established criteria consistent with those applied by the

! The Camplaint elleges some 43 paragraphs mastly relating te iorelevant alleged fants abont the

history of the Socialist party in the United States dating to 1900 as well as Complainant’s opinion about the

allcged waconmitutional excluston of minor-party candidates for sixty-plus yvars from Ohio’s ballots.

Given tix voissmre of soap box conmeentry nifered Uy Ceenpleficeiet in his cryngidiint, OHNO geseraily

denies each and every allegation set forth in Complainant’s complaint unless expressly admitted in Section
B herein.
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Commission on Presidential Debates. [Id.]  Specifically, OHNO first ensured the
eligibility «of the oandidates and thes pared domm the field of candidates to the twa
frontrunners based upon indicaters of electoral supportm including imiependent aurent
(and historical) polling including Qummpmc polling, conversation with political reporters
and sources regarding the races in question, and financial dlsclosures which provide
mslghts into a candidates viability. [Id.] .

In the race for Ohio’s open United States Senate seat, there are five certified
candidates: Eric W. Deaton, Lee Fisher, Rob Portman, Daniel LaBotz, and Michael L.
Pryce, along with a certified write in candidee, Arttmr T. Swdlivan. Polling mumbers
from July 2009 through presant have consistently established Mestes. Fostmnan and Fiskar
as the clear frontrunmers. [Igl. at 5 9-10] In relevent part, iu 2009 the puiling nurmibers
showed:
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Feb 4 March 18§ | May 6 July 7 Sept. 16 Nov. 12
Fisher 42 41 42 - 137 42 36
Portman 27 33 31 33 31 39
Someone 1 1 1 2 1 —
Else

[Quinnipiac Polling, Ex. B to Marrison Affidavit]

As of the last 2009 poll relied upon by OHNO, there was less than 1% interest in
all candidates other than Fisher and Portman. The 2010 palling numbers relied upon by
OHNO further reinforced the fact that Fisher and Portman were the two clear
frontrunners:

Jume 30

Feb 24 March 31 | April 29
Fisher 37 41 40 42
Portman | 40 37 37 40
Someone - 1 1 1
Else
(d.]

Thus, as of June 30, 2010, and in each of the ten polls relied upon by OHNO,

‘there were two clear frontrunners—Fisher and Portman—with all other candidates

accounting on average for .09%. Essentially, there is not, and never was, any public
interest in any candidate other than Fisher or Portman, [Id. at § 10.) Had another
candidate, other than Fisher and Portman been a frontrunner, OHNO would have invited
that candidate, inateed of Fisher or Portman. [Id. at 12.] Polling nmmbess, campaign
financinl disalosures, not strictly party affiliation determined wha would be invited to
debhate,
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Understanding this reality and the time festnchons, three one-hour debates, on or
about May 14, 2010, OHNO irvited the frantmuners, Fieher and Portman to debate. [1d.
at§ 11} This did not, however, end the analysis. Rather, OHNO during the months of

June, July and August again analyzed the criteria to ensure that the frontrunners remained
the same. (Id.] They were.

Ultimately, after working out the details, the Fisher and Portman campaigns
agreed to the series of debates on or about September 1, 2010. The one-hour debates
between Mesars. Fidher amd Portman were to, and did, tmke plaxe ot Oatober 4 in TFoleda;
Octeber 8 in Cleveland; and October 12 in Columbus. [Id.]

C. The Ohio Newspaper Organization Has Complied With All
Applicable Regulations In Staging The Debates Between The

Frontsunners For Ohlo’s United States Senate Seat,

The Federal Election Commission Regulationis governing the staging of candidate
debates are straightforwavd snd were complied with by OHNO, -

1. & P 0 b

The threshold question is whether OHNO qualifies as an orMon permitted
to stage debates. Jn relevant part, the regulations permit broadcesters and bona fide
newspapers to stage debates:

Broadcasters (including a cable television operator,
programmer or producer), bona fide newspapers, magazines
end ottrer perivdical publications may stage candidate debates
in accordance with this section and 11 CFR 1114.4(f),
provided tbcy mre net pword or contoniled by a pelitiral
party, pefitical committec or camlidnie.

[11 CRF 110.13(a)(2) (emphasis added)]

Here, it is undisputed, “{OHNO] and its corporate members are ‘broadcasters’
within the meaning of 11 C.F.R. § 110.13(a)(2).” [Complaint at § 42.] It is likewise
undisputed that thee OHNO members are not owned or controlled by political parties,
committees or candidates. [Marrison Aff. at § 4.] Thus, OFNO is permitted to Rage
political debates under the FEC's regulations.

2 At the same time, OHNO also extended invitations to the front running candidstes in the Ohio
gubernatorial race, Messrs. Strickland and Kasich.
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2. OHNO Used Proper d

Since it is permissible for OHNO to stage debates, the next question is: was
proper selection criteria used in selecting the candidates to participate in the debates?
The answer is clear: Yes.

11 CRF §110.13(c) provides that “[f]or all debates, staging organization(s) must
use pre-established objective criteria to determine which candidates may participate in a
debate.” Thus, to satiefy this regulatian, the criterin roust ha poscestabbished and
objective. OHNO has mat both requérements.

First, the sclbetion criteria was clearly pre-established. It is undisputed that in
March 2010 during initial discussions about whether to hold gubernatorial and Senate
debates and if so, whom to invite, QHNO settled on inviting the two “frontrunner” from
each of the sclected races. [Marrison Aff. at§6.] To do so OHNO pre-established that it
would first ensure the eligibllity of the candidates and then pare dowm the field of
candidates to fhe twe frontrunmers based upon indicators of slectordl sspport inclhnling
indupendent ouwsrent (and héstorical) Quinnipiac ‘polling, convemsation with pojitieal
repocims arxd sommes reganling the mces in question, aud finmuwisl disclosuren which
provixdn htsights info 8 aendidasas viahilsty. [3d.]

This critaria was selected in March 2010. Thereafter, OHNO did its due diligence
by reviewing the applicable polling numbers and other relevant information before
formally inviting Fisher and Portman campaigns to participate in the debate May 14,

2010. [Id. at §11.]

Becond, ¢he criteria established fbr selecting the dcbate pwmticipants was
“objective.” Whie “objuctive™ is undefined in thes seguiaioxs, Cuurts have righafully
fourd that “tha FEC has chosen to give...organiutions that wish to sponsor debates the
latitude to choose their own ‘objective’ criteria.” P i mmission
97 F. 3d 553, 560 (D.C. Cir. 1996). Aggord Bochana pdasal Elegtion Gommisgips.
112 F.Supp.2d 58, 73 (D. D.C. 2000) (quoting Bmt, 97 F3d al 559) (“11 CF.R. i
110.13(a) ‘does not spell out precisely what the phrase “objective criteria” means. ...’
The regulation therefore does not ‘mandsat[e] a single set of “objective cntena" all
staging organizations must follow’ but rather ‘[gives] the individual organizations leeway
to decide wimt spevific criteria to use.’”); Corporate and Labor Organization Activity;
Express Adveeacy and Coordination With Candidates, 60 FR 64,260, 64,262 (Des. 14,
1995) (to be codified & 11 C.F.R. pt. 110) ("The choioe of which objettive ctiteria to use
is largely left tn #ho disorotion of the maging enganizsticn. The suggestion thit the

critaria e ‘remsamable’ is not needed becawso mamamableners is implind.”).
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instance in Perot, “indicators of public enthusiasm (as, for instance, reflected in public
opinion polls)” was foumd te be an appropriate objective criterion. 97 £.3d at 557. The
same was true in Buchgnan, where “evidenoe of elentoral support which required ‘a leval
of support of at least 15%...” was an objectively reasonable criterion upon which to base
selection of the debate participants. 112 F. Supp. 2d at 61. Here, at the time of
determination, and for that matter throughout the entire history of the campaign, there
have been only two candidates with gy viable public support, Fisher and Portman the
two eandidates invited to participate in the series of OHNO debates.

And, fimily, the FEC has appropriately pewmitted staging orgnnization, like
OHNO here, to set objective criteria “to control the number of candidates participating in
a debate if the staging orgauigation belicves there ze tao: many eandidates to conduct a
meaningful debate.” Carporate and Lahor Organization Activity; Exptess Advocacy and
Coordinatiort With Candidates, 60 FR 64,260, 64,262 (Dec. 14, 1995) (to be codified at
11 C.FR. pt. 110). There are five certified candidates on the ballot and a sixth certified
write-in candidate. As none of the other candidates have any viable level of sapport, if
another candidute were included, tlrere would be no objective reason for excluding any
other candidate with no public support. And, as OHNO appropriately desided a six
candidate debate would not be ntenningful. [Marrisan Aff. at § 12.]

D. Conclusion.

As the Ohio Newspaper Organization has fully complied with all abplicable
regulations governing debates, we respectfully asithat the Federal Election Commission
dismiss the Complaint.

Please contact the umdemmdshoul gve any questions or require any
additional infrmation. :

cc:  Mark R. Brown, Esq. (w/enclosures)

Enclosures

MHLt:157-109:204392
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2008 Candidate Selection Process

Commission on Presidential Debates' Nonpartisan Candidale Selection Criteria for 2008 General Election Debate
Participation

A. Introduction

The mission of the nonpartisan Commission on Presidential Debates {the “CPD") is fo ensure, (or the benefit of the
American eleclorate, that general eleclion dabates are heid every four years batween the leading candidates for
the officas of President and Vice Prasident of the United States. The CPD sponsorad a serles of such debates in
each af e pysi fivo garmml alestions, atl hais besion the plewing, prepisriien, isd organizetion ol 5 assing of
nonpartizan Zninias amang leading candisates <or thy Pesidangy and Vige Prasidanay la the 2900 goroncal
elanson, As In prion yesis, the CPD's voler educationnl activities will bs aoriucted in accordance with all applicable
legai requirements, including regulationa of the Fedasral Elaction Commission that requiru that dabate spansors
extend irwitations 10 debale‘based un the application of “Are-ssiabliished, objective” criteria.

The gusii od the CFDin detutiar Is (0 afied] See mesebers of @m miblls an gpirisisiy to shapen thdir daws, ina
focused debate format, of those candidates from among whom the next Prasident and Vics President willbe -
gelected, in each of the last five elections, there were scares of declared candidates for the Prasidency, exciuding
those ssaking the nomination of one of the major parties. During the course of the campaign, the candidates are
afforded many qpeortusities th a grast vadsly nf forizms le sdvance thalz eandidacies. In ardar mest fully and falily
to achieva the ediicational purposes of its dehates, the CPD has deveiopad nonpartisan, objective crileria upon
which i will bass its decisions regarding sefesiian of the candrigtes to participate in ks 2008 dabatss. The purpose
of tne Siteria is to-eniy viwie candidates who havs achieved a [bvdl of electordl support sudh that they
realiitiollly zre cenckibred to Le emong B pricciial vak for W Preditiency.

In ourmuelon Wit the G093 perweal siiction, the CP'D wil apply thrve wrilrin te cseh Beoiend sandiists W
Jetiwmine ahatinm it aevisiiete qusliss jor inwion in ure ar mere of the CTAD's tisbuins. Tin asiissiz sun (1)
conatiiftional alighitly, @) haliat aossms, srad (3) elovinm suppmet. AN thonst sifistie sus! bn asligfled before @
candidsis will be kndind to debale.

B. 2008 Nanpartisan Selnction Triteria

The CPD's nonpartisan criteria for selecting candidates to participate In the 2008 general election presidential
debates are:
1. Evidencs of Conatilutional Elighyllity

The CPO's first critsrion requires aatisfaction of the sligibiiily requirements.of Article i, Ssction 1 of the
Consfitution. T requirements are euligfsd If the candidite;

EXHIBIT
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1. s at oast 35 years of age;
2. i3 a Natural Bom Citizen of the United States and a resident of the Unlted Statss for lourteen years; and
3. Is otherwise eligible under the Constitution.

2. Evidence of Baitt Access

The CPM»s ssownd wlivion rewuires that the candidate quallfy to have his’/her name appear on snough state
ballots to have at least a mathematical chanoe of seouring an Elecioral Coliege majority in the 2008 general
elactisn. Uixiet tha Coneiitulian, ihe cerudiiate whe weeabme 2 majodiy of voths i tha Blackma! Caflogn, et
least 270 votes, is olestind President regeafiess of the gopulsr vate.

3. Indicalors of Elestoral Support

The CPD's third ciiterion requires thal the candidate have a level of support of at least 15% (fifteen percent) of
the national electorat® as determined by five selected national public opinlon polling organizations, vsing the
average ol those organizations’ most recent publicly-reparted resulis at the ime of the determination.

C. Application of Criteria

CPD's detarmination with respect to pariicipation in CPD's first-scheduled debale will be made after Labor Day -
2008, but sufficiently in advance of the first-schaduied debate to allow for orderly planning. invitations to pasticipate
in the vice-prasidential debate will be extended to the runhing mates of each of the presidential candidates
qualitying for participaiion in CPD's first presidentlal debate, Invitations to participate in the second and third of
CPR's schawiuleri pessidentiall iistiem wil by kanew upon mfitaction bl e snon mulivie criteria prior t onth
debate.

Adoptad: October 2007

2/2
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JULY 2009
OBAMA'S APPROVAL DR(S)'l;i ':‘l:',OKIO -~ CRITICAL SWING
QUINNIPIAC UNIVERSITY POLL FINDS;

2010 SENATE RACE TIPS SLIGHTLY TO DEMOCRATS
President Barack Obama gets a lackluster 49 — 44 percent approval rating in Ohio,
considerad by many to be the most importent swing state in a presidential eleotion,
according to a Quinnipiac University poll released today. This is President Qbama's
lowest approval rating in any national or statewide Quinnipiac University poll since he
was inaugurated and is down from 62 — 31 percent in a May 6 survey.

By a small 48 — 46 percent margin, voters disapprove of the way Obama is
handling the economy, the independent Quinnipisc (KWIN-uh-pe-ack) University poll
finds. This is down f'om a 57 - }i6 perceat upproval Muy 6, A tisef o' 66 pezcent of
Ohio vak® arc "sumywhat dissatisfiud” ox “very divwstisfied” with the way thitgs are
going in the stats, while 33 percant are “wny yatiafiod” or “semewhat satisfied,”
numbess that havan't changad siare Obama wus slectod,

In the race for Ohifs’s U.S. Sznate seat being vicatad by refiring Geerge
Voinovich in 2010, Lee Fisher and Jennifer Brusner remain neck-and-neck for the
Democratic nominstion and both would defeat any of the GOP candidates if the
election were today.

XXIOOKIKXXXXXXIXKIKKKXK

Iu the Senate race, Lt. Gov. Lee Fisker holds & 24 - 21 perceant lead over
Secrotiry of Sa®® Jenzifer Brunner in the race for the Democratic nsomination,
with 51 percent undecided.

Foruer Ui.S, ey, iok Portmas holdi 2 33+ 10 pasmensi logd over zux ibinler
Tom Gusley o= thm Repablican side, with $5 prscent undeolitd,

In genaral electien trinl heats, Brunner would defeat Ganley 35 —- 31 percent
and get 35 percent to Portman’s 34 percent. Fither leads Ganley 36 - 30 pereent
and Portman 37 = 33 percent.

From June 26 - July 1, Quinnipiac University surveyed 1,259 Ohio voters, witha
margin of error of +/- 2.8 percentage points. The survey includes 483 Democrats with a

EXHBIT
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margin of error of +/- 4.5 percentage points and 445 Republicans with a margin of error
of +/-4.7 percentage points. .

‘The Quirmipiac University Poll, directed by Douglas Schwartz, Ph.D., conducts
public opinion surveys ! Florida, Penrerlverila, New York, News Jersey, Connecticut,
Ohio and the nation as a pablic sexvios and for renewrch. '

For mare data and RSS feed - http://wwor.qubsaripiac.ednfpallingxml, or (203)
582-5201.

(If xegistered Republican) As you may know, Ohic Senator George
Voinovich will not be running for reelection in 2010. Thinking about
the 2010 Republican prinmry for Unitefl States Somatox, 1 the 2010
Republican prissecy for United States Bmmanar wers heing hsld today asd
the candidates were Rch Poraman ami Tom Manley, Zor whom wxould you -
vote?

REUISTERED REPS..
Tot m WNom

Poxtman 33 st as5%
Ganley 10 11 9
ELSE (VOL) 1 1 1
WLDN'T VOTE(VOL) 2 3 -
DK/NA 55 46 65

TREND: {If registered Republican) As you may know, Ohio Semator George
Voinovich will not be running for reelection in 2010. Thinking about
the 2010 Republican primary for United States Senmator, if the 2010
Republican primary for United Btates Senator were being held today and
tha candidates were Rod Poxrtman and Tom Ganley, for whom would you
v:be? (*Someone Else & Wouldn't Yots voluntawred opticms not in cptiem
liat)

REGISTERER REPUBLICANEB.......
Jul 7 May & Mar 18 Feb ¢
2009 2009 2009 2009

Portman a3 2s 31 33
Ganley 10 8 na na
Taylor na 8 p L] 11
SONE ELSE (VOL) 1 1 1 -
WLDN'T VOTE (VOL) 2 1 1 -
DK/NA ss 54 52 56




3. (If registered Democrat) Thinking about the 2010 Democratic primary
for United States Gcamtox, if the 2010 Dmmocratic primary fer United
States Sematar wers being hald totlay and the candidetns wexs. Las Fighar
and Jennifex Brumner, for whom would yon vote? . -

13844334266

Tot Men Wom
Pisher 4% 31% 20%
Brunner 21 2€ 16
SMONE RLAE (VOL) 2 - 2
WLDN'T VOTR(VOL) 3 1 4
DK/NA 51 a2 56

TREND: (If registered Democrat) Thinking about the 2010 Democratic
primary for United States Senator, if the 2010 Democratic primary for
United States Senatoxr were being held today and the candidates were Lee
Fisher mnd Jennifer Syunmer, £0r wliom weuld ysu vote? ("=omsome Elve &
Wouldli'e Vote voluntesred optiony net in optien liet / mmenot adked)

REGIBTESSD DEMOCRATS.. ..

Jul 7 XNay 6§ Mar 18 Peb 4

2009 2009 2009 2009
Fisherx 24 20 18 18
Brunner 21 16 14 16
Yatea na 4 1] na
Ryan na na 12 14
NN BLEE (VOL) 2 b § 1 -
WILDN'T VOTR(VOL) 3 1 2 -
DK/NA 51 59 46 53

6. If she 2010 election fox United States Senator were being held today
and the candidates were Lee Fisher the Democxat and Rob Portman the

Republican, for whom
would you vote?

WtBrnAgn
Tot Rep Dem Ind Hen fom BEvnglel

Pisher s 5% . 76% 208 33% 40% 28%

Portman 33 72 4 31 41 27 44

SMONE ELSE (VOL) 2 - - 3 2 1 1

WLDN'T VOTR{VOL) a - 1 3 2 1 1

DK/NA 36 22 19 as 21 3 27
Cntrl ErthE NrxthW SthE gSth¥ WetCnt

Fisher 3ss %13 308 40% 245 asw

Porbkman 32 20 b1 26 53 40

SONE ELSE (VOL) 3 1 ] - 1 1

WLDN'T VOTE {VOL) b 1 ¢ - 2 3

DK/NA 29 28 as a6 19 17

TREND: Xf the 2010 election fox Unitad States Senator were being held
today and the candidates were Lee Fisher the Democrat and Rob Portman
the Republican, for whom would you vote?
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Jul 7 May 6 Mar 186 Peb ¢
2009 2009 2009 2009

Fisher 37 42 41 42
Portman 33 31 kK ] 27
NONE  ELSE (VOL) 2 1 1 1
WLDN'T VOTBE(VOL) 2 - 2 1
DK/NA 26 26 a4 19

7. If the 2010 election for United States Senator were being held today
and the candidates were Lee Pisher the Democrat and Tom Ganley the
Republican, for whom

would you vote?

WtBrnAgn
Tot Rep Dem Ind Men Wom Evnglel
Pisher 368 (1] 73% 26% 32¢ s 268
Ganley - a0 [ ) 4 29 k] | 24 43
SMONE ELSE (VOL) 1 - - 2 2 p -
WIDN'T VOTB({VOL) 2 1 1 1 2 1 2
DK/NA 3l a8 a2 42 26 36 29

cntrl NrthE NrthW SthE SthW  WetCnt

Pisher 36% 41% 1% 368 21% 37y
Ganley a6 31 2) 33 34 3s
SMONE ELSE (VOL) 2 - 2 - 1 1
WLDN'T VOTE (VOL) 1 1 4 1 2 3
DK/NA as 26 40 29 41 24¢

8. If the 2010 election for United Statem Sénator were being held today
and the candidates were Jennifer Brunner the Democrat and Tom Ganley
the Republican, for

whom would you vote?

WtBrnAgn
Tot Rep Dem Ind Men ¥om Bvngleal
Brunnerx 35% 6% 71% a3t 318 38 27%

. Ganley 3 67 4 30 38 a5 41
SONE ELSE (VOL) 1 - - 2 2 1 -
WLDN'T VOTE(VOL) 2 2 1 2 3 1 1
DK/NA i | 1] 23 44 28 35 31

Cntrl rthE Nxthw SuhE SthW Watent

Brunner ass 37% 40% s 248 a”n
Ganley 32 30 23 3as 4 as
SMOME ELSE (VOL) 1 - ] - 1 1
WLDN'T VOTE (VOL) - 3 2 - 3 3

DK/NA a2 30 3 3¢ 38 24



120443234268

9. If the 2010 election for United States Senator were being held today

and the candidates waxe Jacnifer Brumner thes Democxat and Rokh Portman
the Republican, for
whom would you vote?

WtBznAgn
Tot Rep Dem Ind Men Wom Evnglcl

Brunner 35% L1 ] 71% 268 314% 39 25%

Portman 34 72 5 32 €2 27 46

SMONE ERSE (VOL) 1 - - 2 2 - -

WLDN'T VOTE (VOL) 1 - - b a2 1 -

DK/NA 29 23 23 39 24 3 28

Cntrl NrthE HNrthW SthE SthWw WatCat

Brunner s 3ss 41% 32% 24% k] ]
Portman 36 28 § ] 29 54 39
SMOME ELSE (VOL) 2 - 4 - 1 b §
WLDN'T VOTE (VOL) - 1 2 - 1 3
DK/NA 31 32 31 k¥ ] 21 20

TREND: If the 3010 election for United States Senator wars being held
today and the candidates weres Jennifer Brunner the Democrat and Rob
Portwan the Republican, for whom would you vote?

Jul 7 Way 6 Mar 28 Feb &
2009 2000 2009 2009

Brunner 35 40 39 38
Portman 4 32 34 28
SMONE ELSE (VOL) i - 1 1
WLDN'T VOTE {VOL) b - 2 1

DK/WA 29 27 as i
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FOR RELEASE: SEPTEMBER 16, 2009

UBAMA BACK OVER 50% IN OHIO,
QUINNIPIAC UNIVERSITY POLL FINDS;
ALL DEMS DOING BETTER, RUT VOTERS SPLIT ON HEALTH
. CARE
President Barack Obama's job approval among Ohio voters is 53 — 42 percent, up
slightly fx:m 49 = 44 percent luly 7, but voters split 44 — 44 peroeat in their support of
his health care plan, accarding to a Quinnipiac University poll zeleasad today.

The independent Quinnipiac (KWIN-uh-pe-ack) University survey also finds a
géneral uptick for Democrats in the Buckeye State over the surnmer, evidencing itself in
higher approval ratings and slightly stronger showings for the party’s candidates for the
U.S. Senate. '

In the face-off for the Democratic nomination for the U.S. Senate, Lt Gov. Lee
Fisher has epened a 26 — 17 percent lead over Secretary of State Jennifer Brunner, with
55 percent undecided, while in tize GQP inmitapasty fight fomme U.S. Rep. Rob Pirtman
leads Cleveland ama aur dealer Tom Gseley 27 — 9 porcent, with 61 percent undecided.

In general alection matchups:

» Pisher tops Porttoan 42 —- 31 percent and Ganley 41 — 29 percent;
o Brunner tops Portman 39 — 34 percent and Ganley 39 — 31 percent.

“Perhaps it’s because the poll was taken immediately after the President's
nationafly-televised prime-time speech to Congtess, but Demecratic fortunes in Ohio
have improved slightly across-the-board,” said Peter Brown, assistant director of the
Quinnipiac University Polling Institutz. “I¥ot only have the President’s numbers
impreved, but s have thost of Gov. Ted Stitckland and thws party’s two U8, Benate
candidates,”

From September 10— 13, Quinniplac Univarsity sirveyen 1,074 Ohio votars, with
a margin of ecror of +/- 3 percentage points. The survey includes 375 Republicans with a
margin of error of +/- 5 percentage points and 421 Democrats with a margin of error of
+/- 4.8 percentago points.
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The Quinnipiac University Poll, directed by Douglas Schwartz, Ph.D., conducts public
opinion surveys in Florida, Peansylvania, New Yok, New Jersey, Connecticut, Ohio and
the nation as a public service and for resvarch.

1. (If registered Republices) If the 2013 Nepublican primaxy for United
States Senator were being held today and the candidates were Rodb
Portman and Tom Sanley, for whom .woulld you votet

RECISTERED REFS..
Tot Men Wom

Portman 27% 3as 22%
Ganley 9 10 9
SMONE RLSE (VOL) 1 1 1
WLDR'T VOTE(VOL) 2 3 2
DK/NA 61 55 %6

TREND: (If registered Republican) If the 2010 Republican primary for
United States Senator were being held today and the candidates were Rob
Portman and Tom Ganley, for whom would you vote? (*Somsone Else &
Wouldn't Vote volumteared options not in qption list)

Sap 16 Jul 7 May § Mar 18 PFeb 4
2009 2009 2009 2009 2009+

Portwan 27 3 29 31 33

Ganley 9 10 8 na ns
Taylor na na ] 1¢ 11
SMONE ELSE (VOL) b 1 1 1 -
WLDN'T VOTE(VOL) 2 3 1 b 3 -
DK/NA 61 55 54 82 56

2. (If ragistered Democrat) Xf the 2010 Democratic primary for United
States Sentcor were being held today and the eandidates were Les Fisher
and Jénnifer Brunnez, for whom would you vote?

REGISTEREBD DENS.,
Tot Men Hom

Fiaher a6% 3ay %
Brunner 17 13 20
SMONE ELSE (VOL) 1 2 -
WLDN'T VOTE (VOL) a 4 -
DK/NA 58 L 50

TREND: (If reglistered Democrat) If the 2010 Democratic primary for
United States Senator were being held today and the candidateas wera Lee
Pisher and Jomifer Brunner, for wham would you vota? (*Someone Elee &
Wouldn't Vote veluateared options not in option list / na = not askéd)

REGISTERED DEMOCRATS. .ccccocsatocness
Sep 16 Jul 7 May 6§ Mar 18 Feb ¢
2009 2009 2009 2009 2009
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Pisher 26

Brunner 17
Yates aa
Ryan na
SMONE ELSE (VOL) 1
WLDN'T VOTE (VOL) 2
DK/NA 55

51

20
16
4
na
1
b
59

18 18
14 16
6 na
12 14
1 -
2 -
46 53

4. If the 2010 election for United States Senmtor were being held today
and the candidates were Lec FPishexr the Demoocrat and Rub Portmim the

Republican, foxr wiom
would ysu vote?

Tot
Pisher 42%
Portman 3
SMONE ELSE (VOL) 1
WLIN'T VOTE(VOL) 1
DKX/¥A as
Catrl
Fisher 36%
Portman 30
SMONE ELSE (VOL) -
WLDN'T VOTE{VOL) -
DK/ 32

Rep

13%
1]

18
Nrthe

S0%
a¢

i

NrthW

aes

a6
3
3

31

Ind Men
32% 40%
30 37
1 1
b 1
36 21
8thE sthw
458 3es
15 47
- 1
5 -
36 13

444

26
1

as

WatCnt

32%
41
2

WeBrnAgn
Bvnglel

aas

45
3

21

TREND: If the 2010 election for United States Senator were being held
today and the candidates were Lee Fisher the Democrat and Rob Porxtman
the Republicen, for whom would you vote?

Bep 16 Jul 7

2009 2009
Pieher 42 37
Portman 31 33
SHONE ELSE (VOL) 1 2
WLDN'T VOTE (VOL) 1 2
DK/NA 26 26

May 6§

2009
82
a

1

Mar 18 Peb ¢
2009 2009
a1l 42
kk 27

t 3 1

| b §
24 29

5. If the 2010 election for United States Senator were being held today
and the candidates were Lee Fisher the Democrat and Tom Ganley the

Republican, for whom
would »ou vote?

Tot
Plaker 41%
Ganley 29
SEKONE ELSE (VOL) 1
WLDN'T VOTE (VOL) 3

10%
64

24

77%

[- NN o

Iad ¥Man
30% 41%
30 a3
2 2
3 1
s 23

42%
26

WtBrnAgm
Ewnglcl

29%

44
1
1

as
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Cntrl RrthE Nrth¥ BthE SthW wWstCnt

Pisher ass 47% 40% 53% 3% aos
Ganley 32 27 24 15 k) § 40
SMONE ELSE (VOL) 1 - 1 - | 2
WLDN'T VOTER{VOL) - 2 2 - - b 4
DK/NA a9 24 a3 26 27 a8

TREND: If the 2010 election for United States Senatox wers being held
today and the candidates were Lee Figher the Democrat and Tom Ganley
the Republican, for whom would

you vote?

Sep 16 Jul 7

2009 2009
Pisher 42 36
Ganley 29 30
SMONE ELAE (VOI, 1 1
WLDN'T VOTE (VOL) 1 2
DK/NA a7 31

6. If the 2010 election for United Statea Senmator wexe being held today
and the candidates were Jemnifer Brumner the Democrat and Tom Ganley
the Republican, for

whom would you vote?

WEtaxnagn
Tot Rep Dem Ind Men Wom Evaglel
Brunner 3% 6% 70% 35% 37 41% 26%
Ganley 3l 71 S 25 36 27 46
SMONE ELSE (VOL) 2 1 1 3 3 b 2
WLDN'T VOTE (VOL) ) - 1 3 z 1 2
3 k1) 22 3l .25

DK/NA 27 a2 2

Cntxl NrthE NrthW SthE Sth¥W WetCnt

Brunner 41v  43%  38% 43¢ 3Gt 318
Ganley 21 30 31 18 18 39
SHONE ELSE (VOL) 1 1 2 - 2 5
WLDN'T VOTE (VOL) 1 1 2 7 - 1
DK/NA 30 25 28 33 24 2¢

TREND: If the 2010 election for United States Senater were being hwld
today anl the candidates were Jemnifer Brummer the Democrat and Tom
Ganley ths Republican, for whom would you vote?

Sep 1§ Jul 7

2009 2009
Brunner 39 38
Ganley 31 3

SMAE ELEE (VOL) 2 1
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WLDN'T VOTE (VOL) 1 2
DX/NA 27 3l

7. If the 2010 election for United States Senator were being held today
and the candidates ware Jennifer Brunmer the Democrat and Rob Portman
the Republican, for

whom would you vote?

WtBrnAgn
Tot Rep Dem Ind Men Wom EBvnglcl
Brunner 9% 8% 69% sy 37% 42y 26h
Portman 34 74 5 30 40 20 50
SMONE ELSE (VOL) 1 - 1 2 2 b | 2
WLDN'T VOTE(VOL) 1 - 1 1 1 - 1
DK/NA 25 18 24 a2 20 a9 a2

Cntxl NrthE NrxthW BPthE SthW WstCnt

Brunner s 45% 40% 398 33% n
portman a3 98 29 23 59 42
SMONE ELSE (VOL) 1 p 1 - - 2
WLDN'T VOTE(VOL) - 1 - 5 - -
DK/RA a7 26 30 33 17 24

TREND: If the 2010 slection for United States Senator were being held
today and the candidstes were Jennifer Brunner the Democrat and Rodb
Portwan the Republican, fox whom would you vote?

Sep 16 Jul 7?7 May 6 Mar 18 Peb 4

2009 2009 2009 2009 2009

Brunnex 39 35 40 39 k] ]
Poxrtman 34 34 32 k] 28
SMONE ELSE (VOL) 1 1 - 1 1
WIDN'T VOTE (VOL) 1 1 - 2 b}
DX/NA as 29 a7 as i

10. Is your opinioa of ~ Leu Fisher favorable, unfavomsble or haven't
you heard enocugh about him?

NtBmAgn
Tot Rep Dem Ind Men Wom Bvnglcl
Favorable 3% 15% 56% 23% 3% 31% a8
Unfavorable 13 a3 4 1e¢ 19 9 19
Hvan't hrd enocugh 54 61 40 62 46 60 58
REFUBED 1 - b i 1 1 1 2

Cntrl NxthE NrthW SthE 8Sthd  wstCnt

Favorable 3as% s 27% aos 28% 24t
Unfavorable 14 14 11 6 12 12
Hva't hxd enough 54 46 61 64 58 62
RBFUSED 1 1 1 - 1 1

TREND: Xs your opinion of - Lee Pishar favorable, unfavorable or
haven't you heard enough about him?
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FOR RELEASE: NOVEMBER 12, 2009

DEMS FADE IN OHIO SENATE RACE,
QUINNIPIAC UNIVERSITY POLL FINDS;
OBAMA GETS NEGATIVE SCORE IN KEY SWING STATE

For the first time, Republivan Rob Portman is inching ahead of the two Demecrats in tive

2010 race for Ohio's U.S. Senate seat, according to a Quinnipiac University poll relcased
today.
Paotrenn, e forsnez Congrassman ranning for the U.S. Senate in 2010, ftas swnall

leads over two Democrats, topping Secretary of State Jennifer Brunner 38 — 34 percent
and Lt. Gov. Lee Fisher 39 — 36 percent. In the battle for the Democratic Senate
nomination, Fisher gets 24 percent to Brunner's 22 percent, with 51 percent undecided.
Portman leads car dealer Tom Ganley 26 — 7 percent in a GOP primary with 64 percent
undecided.

“None of tha Sciois sandidites anz very well knowm, but what is sigrifitant is
that until xow Democrats were winning all the Senate matchups. Clearly there is an at
least temporary swing toward the GOP in Ohio. Whether it continues is anyone’s gusss,™
said Brown.

1. (If registered Republican) If the 2010 Republican primary for United
States Ssnator were being bheld today and the candidates were Rob
Portman and Tom Ganley, for whom would you vote?

REGISTERED REPS..
Tot Men Wom

Portman a85% 29% 4%
Ganley 7 6 (]
SMONR ELSE (VOL) 2 3 1
WLDN'T VOTE(VOL) 1 - 2
DK/NA 64 62 65

TREND: (If xegistered Republican) If the 2010 Republican primary for
United States Senator ware baing held today and the candidates were Rob
Portmza and Tom GEnley, for whom would you vote? (*Somsone Else &
¥ouldn't Vote voluamteered options not in option list / na = not agked)

REGISTERED REPUBLICANB.....ccccoovsccesncsese
Mov 12 Bep 16 dJul 7 May 6 MNar 18 Feb 4
2009 2009 2009 2009 2009 2009*

Portman 2% a7 33 29 31 33
Ganley ? 9 10 8 na
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DK/NA 64

Taylor na na na 8 pY 11

SMONE ELSE (VOL) 2 1 1 1 1

WLDN'T VOTR (VOL) b 2 2 1 1 -
61 S5 S¢ 52 L1

2. (Xf registered Democrat) If the 2010 Democratic primary for United
States Senator were being held today and the candidates wexe Lee Fisher
and Jeanifer Byxwnnet, for whem would you vote?

NBGISTERED DEYS. .
Tot Men Wom

Fisher 244 29% 0%
Brunner 22 23 22
SMONE ELSE (VOL) 1 2 1
WLDN'T 'VOTE (VOL) 2 3 -
DK/WA 51 43 57

TREND: (If registered Democrat) If khe 2010 Democratic primary for
United States Senator were being held today and the candidates were lee
Fisher and Jennifer Brunner, foxr whom would you vote? (*Somecne Elme &
Wouldn't vote voluntaered options not in option list / na = not asked)

REGISTERED DEMOCRATS...ccccesas
Nov 12 Bep 16 Jul 7 May 6 Mer 18 Peb 4
2009 2009 2009 2008 2009 -2009*

Fisher 24 26 24 20 18 18
Brunner 22 17 n 16 14 16
Yates na na m 4 6 na
Ryan na na na na 12 14
SMONWE ELSE (VOL) 1 1 2 1 1 -
NLDN'T VOTE(VOL) 2 2 3 1 2 -
DK/RNA 51 55 51 59 46 83

4. If thne 2010 election for United States Senatoxr were being held today
and the candidates were Les® FPisher the Demoorat and Rbb Portman the
Republican, for whom

would you vote?

WtExRAgn
Tot Rep Dem Ind Men Wom Eviglcl
Pisher 36% 3% 70% 7% 33 38% 29%
Portman 39 76 10 38 «“ 34 48
SMONB ELSE (VOL) - - - 1 - - -
WLDR'T VOTE (VOL) 1 1 - 2 1 1 1

DK/NA 24 20 19 33 a3 aé 21

Catrl NrtheE drthW 8thE &thw WekCnt

Fisher k30 ) 41% 48% 4% 19% an
Portman 46 as e ae 63 45
SCHE ELIE (VOL) 1 - - - 1 -
WLDN'T VOTE(VOL) a 2 - - - -

DK/MA . 19 a8 4 17 18 22
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TREND: If the 2010 election for United States Senator were being held
today and the camdidatea were Ime Pigher the Democrat and Rob Portman
the Republicen, for wkom weuld you voka?

Bov 12 Sep 16 Jul 7 May 6 Mar 18 Feb 4
2009 2009 2009 2009 2009 2009

Pisher 36 42 kY 42 41 42
Portman 39 k> 33 k b} k k| 27
SMONE BLSE (VOL) - 1 2 b § 1 b §
WLDN'T VOTE (VOL) 1 1 2 - 2 1
DK/NA 24 aé 26 26 24 a9

S. If the 2010 election for United States Senator were being held today
and the candidates were Lee FPisher the Democrat and Tom Ganley the
Republican, for whom

would you vote?

WtBrnAgn
Tot Rep Dem Ind Men Nom Bvanglcl

Flaher 30% (1] 72% a8y kY:13 3es 30%

Ganley 34 70 7 32 37 31 43

SMONE BLSE(VOL) - - - 1 1 - -

WLDN'T VOTE(VOL) 1 1 - 3 1 2 1

DK/NA a7 22 21 36 a4 30 26

Cntrl NrthE NrthW SthE SthWw WetCnt

Pigher 33 40% a7% 53% 20% ass
Ganley 41 30 as 29 33 39
SMONE ELSE (VOL) 1 - - - - -
WLDN'T VOTE (VOL) 3 3 - - 1 -

DK/NA 21 37 29 18 k1) a3

TREND: If the 2010 election for United States Senator were being held
today and the candidates were Lee Fisher the Democrat and Tom Ganley
the Republican, for whom would you vote?

Nov 12 Bep 16 Jul 7
2008 2009 2009

Fishex bl 41 36
Ganley 34 a9 30
SMONE ELSE (VOL - 1 1
WLDN*T VOTE (VOL) 1 b § ]
DK/NR 27 27 k) |

6. If the 2010 election for United States Senator were being held today
and the candidates were Jennifer Brummer the Democrat and Tom Ganley
the Republican, for
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wvhom would you vote?

Tot
Brunner 35%
Ganley 32
SMONE BLEE (VOL) 1
WLDN'T VOTE (VOL) 2
DK/NA 30

Cntrl
Brunner 31%
Ganley 41
ELSE (VOL) -
WLDN'T VOTE(VOL) 3
DK/NR 26

Rep

s
68

1
28

FrthE

35%

a9
1
1

34

NrthW

45

Ind Men
s kpL
29 39
i 1
1 2
30 27
SthE SthwW
53¢ ° 2%%
23 33
- 2
3 |
22 33

wr.a:mg. n

Wom Bvngleol
ass 318
a6 40

- 1

b § -
33 a8
Watcnt
36%
42
22

TREND: If the 2010 election foxr United States Senator were being held
today and the candidates were Jenmifer Brunner the Democrnn and Tem
Ganley the Republican, for wliom would you vote?

Nov 12 Sep 16 Jul 7

2009
Brunner 35
Ganley 32
ELSE (VOL) 1
WLDN'T VOTE (VOL) 2
DK/ MNA 30

39
n
2
b §
a7

35
n
1
2
a

7. If the 2010 election for United States Senator were baing held today
and the candidates were Jennifer Brunner the Democrat and Rob Portman

the Republican, for
whom would you vote?

Tot
Bzuaner 4N
Fortman 30
SMONE ELSE (VOL) -
WLDNM'T VOTE (VOL) 1
DK/¥A 27

Cntrl
Brunner 33%
Portman 44
SMOMNE ELSE (VOL) -
WLDN'T VOTB(VOL) 2
DK/NA a3

Rep

4%
74

1
a1

Rxthe

4

a
1
1

34

osn

65%
10

b ¥

Nxthw

46%
27

Ind Men
0% 31s
36 a3
1 -
1 1
33 26
Sthe sthw
43% a3k
33 57
2 -
21 19

WtBrnAgn
Wom Bvnglcl
37% asy
34 a8

1 -
28 24
WatCnt
368
47
17

TREND: If the 2010 election for United States Senator weres being held
today and the candidates were Jennifer Brumder ths Democrat and Rob
Portman the Republican, for whom would you vote?
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Mov 12 Sep 16 Jul 7 May 6 Mar 18 Fed 4
2009 2009 2009 2009 2009 2009

Brunner 34 19 35 @ 39 38
Portman 38 34 34 32 14 28
SMONE ELSE (VOL) - 1 1 - 1 1
WLDN'T VOTE (VOL) 1 1 1 - 2 1
DX/NA 27 25 29 27 25 n
FOR RELEASE: JUNE 30, 2010 )
FISHER, PORTMAN LOCKED IN HORSE RACE IN OHIO
SENATE BID,

QUINNIPIAC UNIVERSITY POLL FISDS;

OBAMA CAN’T GET ABOVE WATER IN KEY SWING STATE
Democratic Lt. Gov. Lee Fisher and Republican Rob Portman remain in a tight race for
Ohio’s U.S. Senate seat with 42 percent for Fisher and 40 percent for Portman, with 17
percent undecided, statistiodlly unohumged from April and March surveys, aouarding to
2 Quinnipiac University peti relaased today.

2. IS the 2010 election for United States Senator wars being held today
and the candidates were Lee Fisher the Democrat and ROb Portman the
Republican, for whom

would you vote?

WtBrnAgn
Tot Rep Dem Ind Men Wom Evnglcl
Fisher 42% 1] 848 37% 37% 46% 27¢
Portman 40 1 5 a9 49 32 54
SMONE ELSEK (VOL) 1 - - 2 2 - 1
WLDN'T VOTB{VOL) 1 - 1 1 - b § -
DK/NRA 1?7 13 9 3§ 11 al 17

TREND: If the 2010 electiom for United States Senator wers being held
today and the candidstes wexre Lea Fisher the Demoorat and Rob Portman
the Republican, for whom.would you vote? (Rata available upon request
back to Feb 2009)

Jun 30 Apr 29 Mar 31 Feb 24 Nov 12 8ep 16

Jul 7

2010 2010 aolo 2010 awoe - 2@
2009
Fisher 42 40 [ }} 37 36 42 37
Portman 40 k¥ 37 40 39 3 3
SMONE EBLSE (VOL) b} 1 1 - - 1 2
WLDN'T VOTE(VOL) 1 1 b ] 1 1 ]

DK/NA by 21 a n 24 a6 a6



